Hon. Charles ^%thias 
U.S, Senate 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear ^^ac. 


2/23/84 


Justice aS^?h^B^ the.Department of 

against lawyers. I believe I also “ ^ i^Jression that is a threat 

^ for response had not run. Mv± llwv^ on grounds including that my 

by PBI counsel by being told that insSad S L^rtiS^th^^ ^ ^ threatened 
the government would move against him. asoerting the judgement against me 

you can^,^toL^trSll^irSriL^h^°^^ gove^ent’s response. As 

judgement against my counsel and in the ve^d^^"^ exercise the 

out exactly how it did precis^ P^agraph (on page 3) spells 

th^s would involve 

^ OM to tl„ tost of ^ taoox4^ 

low ^ a 

The government ignores this whips^Sig of^*^ objective of his client. 

^adwftY Expref^am case. I do not seS^w this Pretends relevance of the 

+^f ^ ® position to do what thp relevant because my counsel 

tried to pressure me into compliance as a lesser^eS™’^^^ demands of me and actually 

SrSX^y! ?SS°0f1^^"- -T-Srw^^’aSi^st^^^^^ 

^tead instituted this newest effort at^n^! T m and 

to remove the mitter from the jSScSorS^tS°?% 

counsel that it would when it ^ ^ 

W. iTcle^rii^do"^^ me in any 

thing is utterly frivolous because I have *aa°thT^ reasons. One is that the whole 
provided all- the information I Sve, Z 

V . ^ two file drawers nt -n- 

Bearing on what the government is re«n-^ i. ^ ^ 

to let me dismiss the casf an“ its refusal 

the rights of others to seek information nn+’n^ Preservation of 

a w^ver of a laafite iMex justifying wit hSiS^fl!'' included 

an i^x in this litigation would tea ve^^cS w^provided, and such 

^ Department coensel did not even consult agents on the case 

this on the spot.It thus appears To te^SIr^tlS®^ autterity. Biey just rejected 
in per^tuij^ assassination 


Best to you all 



_ H*r»W Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Rd. 
Frederick, MD 21701 



